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Asks Government to Aid Parochial 
Pupils With Money Certificates 


A new plan for the support of Catholic schools out of the public treasury 
by money or tax certificates was announced in America’s most widely circu- 
lated magazine for priests, the Homiletic and Pastoral Review for October. 
The plan, described by a leading Jesuit professor from Marquette University, 
Father Virgil C. Blum, has gained national attention because it was reprinted 


by David Lawrence in the United 
States News and World Report for 
October 25th. POAU commented on 
it in U. S. News for November 8th. 
(Father Blum is the Jesuit leader 
who has advocated the launching of 
a national Catholic organization to 
fight POAU—Church and State, De- 
cember, 1956.) 


Pointing out that “46 state consti- 
tutions, directly or by interpretation, 
prohibit the use of public funds in aid 
of denominational institutions,” Fa- 
ther Blum argues that “the solution” 
of the problem “‘is either a tax credit 
for parents of non-public school chil- 
dren or the direct subsidization of 
the individual child.” He suggests 
that each state give “parents of non- 
public school children certificates of 
money value for their children’s edu- 
cation in the school of their choice,” 
and contends that the scheme “does 
not raise constitutional questions” 
because “the grant is a subsidy of the 
individual child,” not the school. 

The new plan is a variant of the 
Cardinal McIntyre plan, announced 
by the Los Angeles prelate in Dallas 
last year (Church and State, Jan- 
uary). The primary precedent used 
is that of the G.I. educational bills 
under which awards for the cost 
of education were made to individ- 
uals in recognition of their service to 
the country in time of war. The Blum 
plan is similar to that adopted under 
Catholic pressure in France, and not 
unlike a tax rebate system now in 
force in Ontario under which Cath- 
olic parents get funds for “separate” 
schools indirectly. 

The new plan was launched with a 
ringing blast against the “enforced 





conformity” and “totalitarian” char- 
acter of public education. Rejecting 
the Supreme Court’s distinction be- 
tween permissible welfare payments 
and illegal educational grants, Father 
Blum argues that ‘Education itself 
is one of these welfare benefits.” Thus 
it becomes “unconstitutional” to deny 
a Catholic child public money for his 
private education. Catholic schools 
are described as “free enterprise,” 
and the receipt of public funds by 
these schools is described as “religious 
freedom.” 


Under the new Catholic program, 
it is clear that the church will at- 
tempt to by-pass the Supreme Court 
entirely on the theory that the Court’s 
rulings in the Everson and McCollum 
cases are not applicable to a scheme 
of personal “awards.” Father Blum 
makes no mention of the Court’s pro- 
hibition in the Everson case: “No tax 
in any amount, large or small, can be 
levied to support any religious activ- 
ities or institutions, whatever they 
may be called, or whatever form they 
may adopt to teach or practice reli- 
gion.” No mention is made of the 
double taxation which would be im- 
posed upon non-Catholic taxpayers 
who would, under the scheme, be com- 
pelled to support both the public and 
parochial schools. It has been esti- 
mated that the plan would produce 
over one billion dollars a year for the 
parochial schools of the country. 


In a public criticism of the new 
Catholic plan, Glenn Archer, POAU’s 
executive director, declared: 


Sober analysis of Fr. Blum’s arguments 
reveals their logical absurdity. With equal 
justice, he could say: “Parents have a right 





Quote of the Month 


Catholic educators “think that there 
is a sound and prudent judgment be- 
hind their policy of a vigorous and re- 
lentless endeavor to secure a fair share 
of Federal money for non-public 
schools”—Father William E. McManus, 
then educational representative of the 
National Catholic Welfare Conference, 
now Superintendent of Chicago’s pa- 
= schools, in “America,” April 12, 
1947. 











to select their children’s clothes. But clothes 
are expensive. Therefore the government 
should reimburse parents for the expense 
of buying clothes for their children. With- 
out tax support, the parents’ freedom of 
choice is destroyed.” Surely such reasoning 
flies in the face of common sense. 


* 
Atlanta Plans Drawn 
For 10th Conference 


Director of Organization John C. 
Mayne recently spent several days in 
Atlanta, Georgia, conferring with 
church and civic officials and making 
preparations for the Tenth National 
Conference on Church and State, to 
take place February 10 and 11, 1958. 

Sessions of the Conference, which 
will include two public rallies, two 
luncheons, and the Anniversary Ban- 
quet, will take place in the First Bap- 
tist Church of Atlanta. Dr. Roy O. 
McClain is the host pastor. 

Invitations to hold the Conference 
in Atlanta have come not only from 
the First Baptist Church Board, but 
also from the Atlanta Christian Coun- 
cil, The Ministerial Association, and 
a number of individual churches. 

Among the featured speakers for 
the Tenth Conference are Paul Blan- 
shard, Glenn L. Archer, C. Stanley 
Lowell, John C. Mayne, Frank H. 
Yost and Clyde W. Taylor. 

Atlanta committees to assist the 
national office in promotion, are be- 
ing formed and will soon be an- 
nounced. An opportunity to become 
a sponsor of the Conference is af- 
forded on page 7. 


¢ Editorials « 
A New Challenge! 


The new plan of the Catholic 
Church to get public support for its 
private schools by tax or money cer- 
tificates—discussed on Page 1 of this 
issue—-is the most dangerous and 
skillfully contrived challenge which 
POAU has faced in its ten years of 
existence. It is significant that it came 
from the same Jesuit leader who last 
year advocated the development of a 
powerful national organization to 
parallel POAU. 

We will have more to say about this 
plan in later issues. Meanwhile, we 
pledge ourselves to fight against it 
with every ounce of energy and elo- 
quence we possess, and at every level, 
national, state and local. The very 
audacity of the plan, and its arrogant 
dismissal of all the Supreme Court’s 
rulings on the separation of church 
and state, is proof of the confidence 
which the Catholic hierarchy has in 
its own political power. 

One indirect blessing may flow 
from the announcement of this new 
scheme. No one can now say that the 
Roman Catholic hierarchy is demand- 
ing only “fringe” benefits for its 
schools. Here is the bald, bold, un- 
limited program. Here is our chal- 
lenge—and opportunity. 


+ 


Everyone’s Fight 


In general we believe that Chris- 
tian gentlemen should not quarrel in 
public if they can possibly settle their 
controversies in private. We have been 
deeply grieved by the fact that sev- 
eral eminent Protestant individuals, 
chiefly in Union Theological Semi- 
nary of New York, who edit the small 
paper Christianity and Crisis, have 
permitted their journal to carry sev- 
eral comments upon the work of 
POAU which are fundamentally un- 
fair and astonishingly superficial. In 
the issue of September 16 a young 
man named Tom G. Sanders who is 
now an instructor in religion at Sweet 
Briar College in Virginia, was per- 
mitted to publish a piece called 
“Protestantism, Catholicism and 
POAU,” which revealed almost as 
much ignorance of the purposes and 
operations of POAU as of world-wide 
Catholic policy. Mr. Sanders wrote 
his piece without coming near our 
national office, and he did not take 
into consideration many of the most 
important documents issued by 
POAU, such as its original Mani- 
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festo and Without Fear or Favor, the 
organization’s statement of principles 
prepared for a Senate subcommittee 
two years ago. 

We do not intend to use these col- 
umns for a rehash of this incident. 
Readers who wish to receive a mimeo- 
graphed copy of our reply to Mr. 
Sanders, part of which has been pub- 
lished in Christianity and Crisis, may 
receive such a copy by asking for it. 
Mr. Sanders in his article concedes 
that ““POAU deserves credit for alert- 
ing people to Catholic legal violations 
in the United States and attacks on 
human dignity in other countries 
where this zealous church sometimes 
expresses itself by use of political 
instruments and violence.” He criti- 
cizes us, however, for taking an “ab- 
solute” position in regard to the sep- 
aration of church and state, and he 
believes that we overstate the case 
against Catholic power and its danger 
to our society. His naivete is illus- 
trated by the statement that, “There 
is no American [Catholic] prelate or 
theologian writing today who does 
not subscribe heartily to the American 
expression of freedom of religion and 
conscience in the First Amendment.” 
He ignores the fact that this “free- 
dom of religion and conscience in the 
First Amendment” as interpreted by 
the Supreme Court includes the free- 
dom of American citizens from finan- 
cial levies to support a church which 
in conscience they cannot endorse. 
Thus he avoids the most basic prob- 
lem in the whole dispute on church- 
state separation, the use of public 
funds for sectarian promotion. 


Soft Spot? 


Actually, we are much more dis- 
turbed about Union Theological 
Seminary and the editors of Christi- 
anity and Crisis than Mr. Sanders is 
disturbed about POAU. For some 
months the Catholic press has been 
quoting certain statements coming 
from Union Seminary professors 
which favor the payment of public 
money for Catholic bus transporta- 
tion. Mr. Sanders clearly implied in 
his discussion of our policies that the 
Catholic Church has a moral right 
to secure public money for its schools 
—although he did not say so specifi- 
cally. His article seemed to be a pre- 
liminary statement in a process of 
surrender to Catholic financial de- 
mands. When Paul Blanshard, speak- 
ing to a crowded student meeting in 
Union Seminary on October 7 in de- 
fense of POAU, described five great 
challenges of Catholic power to Amer- 
ican democracy in the fields of birth 
control, marriage, medicine, censor- 


ship and education, he rightly asked 
the question whether Union Seminary 
is becoming the “‘soft spot in Ameri- 
can Protestantism in dealing with 
Catholic policy.” 

Certainly many of the leaders of 
Union Seminary have been and con- 
tinue to be outspoken critics of Cath- 
olic policy. This is especially true of 
President Henry P. Van Dusen, 
whose rejected letter to The New 
York Times on Catholic suppression 
in Colombia is partly reprinted in this 
issue. 

We want to believe that an amica- 
ble understanding can be reached 
with the editors of Christianity and 
Crisis. Our organization is not perfect 
—no action organization can always 
avoid the faults of partisanship—but 
we believe that our activities are as es- 
sential to American Protestant welfare 
as the services of Union Seminary are 
necessary to the great struggle for 
the defense of religious liberty 
against Roman Catholic aggression. 
Our friends in Union Seminary should 
remember that we are fighting in the 
trenches for them. 

We believe that there is one policy 
on which every Protestant in Amer- 
ica should agree, that no mew conces- 
sions of tax funds to sectarian enter- 
prise should be made by the federal, 
the state or local governments. If 
we could agree on the maintenance 
of the present financial status quo, 
other differences might be judiciously 
compromised. 


Several years ago Dr. Reinhold 
(Continued on next page) 
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Congress to Face 


Critical Issues 


The second session of the Eighty- 
fifth Congress, opening in January, 
will face several critical, although 
somewhat minor, church-state issues: 


1. School aid. Catholic leaders are 
not likely to succeed in their efforts 
to include any direct appropriation 
to parochial schools in the school 
building bill. This bill, which died in 
the last session and will be revived 
in January, contains no provision for 
aid to private schools. POAU repre- 
sentatives are watching carefully to 
see that no last-minute effort is made 
to insert “scholarship” provisions in 
this bill which would grant indirect 
aid to Catholic schools as a pay-off 
for Catholic support of building ap- 
propriations for public schools. 

2. Excise tax exemption. The pro- 
posal of Representative Aimé Forand 
of Rhode Island to grant about 
$3,000,000 in excise tax exemption to 
private schools, of which $1,500,000 
would be for Catholic parochial 
schools, was accepted by the House 
in the last session and will come to 
the Senate in a general tax bill in the 
next session. The concession does not 
have the support of the Treasury De- 
partment, but it may pass unless it 
is strenuously opposed. 

3. Philadelphia church appropria- 
tions. Under HR 1244, the Saylor 
bill, now in the Rules Committee of 
the House, an indirect grant of more 
than $1,000,000 to Philadelphia 
churches as historical shrines is pro- 
visionally authorized. (The details are 
left to the Interior Department). The 
appropriation calls for an expendi- 
ture of $7,250,000 in connection with 
the development of Independence Na- 
tional Historical Park. More than 
$1,000,000 might go toward an ex- 
pensive and unjustified demolition 
and renovation of the grounds around 
a small Catholic church, St. Joseph’s, 
located in an alley; and much smaller 
amounts might go to an Episcopal 
and a Methodist Church for improve- 
ment of their grounds. All the 
churches involved would continue as 
denominational enterprises after the 
development. 

POAU, although not opposed to 
churches as historical shrines, is op- 
posing the Saylor bill in its present 
form on three grounds: (1) the ex- 
travagant and wasteful appropriation 
for St. Joseph’s; (2) the incorrect 
historical claims for St. Joseph’s; and 
(3) the appropriation of any public 
funds for going churches unless they 
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are used exclusively thereafter as 
shrines. 

It is possible, also, that an impor- 
tant legislative fight will develop in 
the next session over the government’s 
policy of tax exemption for Catholic 
religious orders. 


+ 
Is Parochial School 
Truancy State Affair? 


In California, as in the other 47 
states, children of school age are re- 
quired by law to go to some school— 
public or private—and receive a basic 
minimum education meeting public 
standards. Does it follow from this 
that children playing hooky from a 
parochial school should be taken in 
hand by the tax-paid public truant 
officer ? 

Writing to Superintendent of 
Schools Harold Spears on September 
19, Executive Director Abbott Book 
of the Northern California-Nevada 
Council of Churches inquired about 
the reported use of “attendance offi- 
cers’—as they are called in San 
Francisco—to round up truant paro- 
chial school pupils “at the taxpayers’ 
expense.” 

Irving Breyer, attorney for the 
education board, replied to Dr. Book 
in a letter, arguing that the Superin- 
tendent of Schools in his capacity as 
county superintendent “has a legal 
responsibility to determine whether or 
not minors who are subject to the 
compulsory education law are com- 
plying therewith.” Father John T. 
Foudy, head of the area’s Roman 
Catholic parochial schools attended 
by about 28,000 pupils, hailed this 
statement. 

Implications 

The view of public responsibility 
expressed by Breyer raises the en- 
tire question as to basic educational 
standards for sectarian schools. In 
most of the states—California in- 
cluded—public authorities do not 
even attempt to make theoretical state 
standards a reality for pupils attend- 
ing church schools. Information given 
to POAU’s research department a few 
years ago (“State School Laws and 
Standards—A POAU Survey,” 
Church and State, September, 1954) 
indicated that in California— 

. . » No private school pupil may receive 
graduation certificate unless he has passed 
examinations in prescribed courses in the 
American constitution and history, Ameri- 
can institutions and ideals, and state and 
local governmental principles; private 
schools prepare their own examinations, 
and no information is available on com- 
parative results as between public and priv- 
ate schools. Length of the private school day 


(Continued on page 7) 


Everyone’s Fight - 
(Continued from page 2) 
Niebuhr suggested that a compromise 
in church-state-separation discussions 
might be based on two mutual con- 
cessions, one by Protestants and one 
by Catholics. He suggested that Prot- 
estants should stop opposing fringe 
benefits for sectarian schools, and 
that Catholics should stop demanding 
public money for the central features 

of their school system. 

Unhappily, some Protestant lead- 
ers at Union Seminary, including Dr. 
Niebuhr, have made the Protestant 
concession without getting so much 
as a compensatory nod from the Cath- 
olic hierarchy in return. In fact the 
concession made by Christianity and 
Crisis concerning school busses has 
been turned against American Prot- 
estantism and has been exploited by 
the Catholic press as an argument for 
still more concessions. 

Christian gentlemen may disagree 
concerning the wisdom of appropri- 
ating public funds for Catholic school 
busses, but we believe that they 
should not permit a disagreement on 
such a minor point to destroy co- 
operative resistance against the larger 
menace of the Roman Catholic drive 
on the public treasury. The differ- 
ences between our point of view and 
that of the editors of Christianity and 
Crisis, we think, are not insuperable. 
We should fight together to maintain 
the present financial frontier between 
church and state. 

+ 


Advertising Mats 


A two-column advertising mat bear- 
ing the title Keep Uncle Sam Off 
That Tiger is available from national 
headquarters. Chapter and church 
groups as well as individuals may de- 
sire to place a sponsored advertise- 
ment in local papers. Write to De- 
partment of Organization for proof 


copy. 





Washington Rally Dec. 3 


POAU will present The Rev. Dr. 
Roy O. McClain, of First Baptist 
Church, Atlanta, Georgia, as the 
speaker in a Public Religious Freedom 
Rally, on Tuesday night, December 3, 
at 8 o'clock, in the Calvary Baptist 
Church auditorium, 8th and H Streets, 
N. W., in downtown Washington. 

Dr. McClain is one of southland’s 
outstanding preachers and strong ad- 
vocate of church-state separation, 

Washington POAU members, pas- 
tors and other groups are urged to an- 
nounce the meeting. 














Church Has ‘Divine’ Right to Run 
World Communications, Pope Says 


Control over motion pictures, radio and television should be exercised by 
Roman Catholic clerics all over the world with the aid of public authorities, 
Pope Pius XII declared in Miranda Prorsus (“The Remarkable Inventions’’), 
a 16,000-word encyclical letter dated September 8 and made public three 
days later. “Since the Church is the teacher of doctrine that leads to salva- 


tion and has all that is necessary for 
the attainment of holiness,” the pope 
wrote, “she is exercising an inviolable 
right when she teaches what has been 
committed to her by the Divine 
Hand.” 

A world network of “Legion of 
Decency” counterparts was called 
for in the encyclical—the 22nd to be 
issued by the reigning pope and coin- 
ciding with the Feast of Our Lady’s 
Nativity. The emphasis was placed 
on the need for bringing all communi- 
cations media—including new fields 
created by modern technological ad- 
vances—under “the sweet yoke of 
the law of Christ,” as interpreted by 
the Roman Catholic Church. The 
pope’s predecessor, Pius XI, had set 
the pattern in 1936 with an encycli- 
cal—Vigilanti Cura (“With Vigilant 
Care” )—directing the establishment 
of “national offices of supervision” 
which would seek the suppression of 
films condemned by the Church, as 
the (U. S.) Legion of Decency had 
been doing since its founding in 1934. 


Pontifical Commission 


To attain the objective outlined in 
Miranda Prorsus, the Pontifical Com- 
mission for Movies, Radio and Tele- 
vision will form “the core of the new 
international [censoring] organiza- 
tion,” according to a Religious News 
Service dispatch from Vatican City 
on September 13. The Commission, 
founded in 1954, is headed by Bishop 
Martin J. O’Connor of Scranton, Pa., 
who is also rector of the North Amer- 
ican College in Rome. 

If the Legion of Decency and its 
counterparts in other countries 
“don’t operate as a single worldwide 
unit,” said one Vatican official quoted 
in the dispatch, “they will certainly 
operate as single national units. In 
this way, the Church will be able to 
combat those who want to pervert 
films, radio and television to evil 
uses.” Although this official did not 
mention it, the Legion of Decency’s 
activities have not been confined to 
matters of “morals” or “decency,” 
but have on notable occasions been 
extended to politics and theology. 
When, for instance, the motion-pic- 
ture biography, Martin Luther, or 
the Bette Davis film, Storm Center 
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(concerning public library censor- 
ship of “subversive” works), received 
unfavorable Legion ratings, the rat- 
ings were frankly based on consid- 
erations completely apart from ques- 
tions of public morality (Church and 
State, September, 1956). 

Nor is it clear at this point whether 
or not the planned super-censorship 
organization will be able to overcome 
the embarrassing discrepancies in 
judgment which sometimes cropped 
up when a Church censorship office 
in one country found “objectionable” 
a movie or work deemed “unobjec- 
tionable” by a sister censorship office 
in another country—e. g., Letters 
from My Windmill, approved by 
Church censors in France, condemned 
by Church censors in the United 
States (Church and State, March, 
1956). 

What is clear, however, is that the 
Roman Catholic Church has launched 
a concerted drive to extend its influ- 
ence on a world-wide and all-com- 
munications scale, with “a real co- 
operative effort between the state 
officials and the individual citizens,” 
as the pope put it in the encyclical. 
The goal is enforcement upon all peo- 
ples of Roman Catholic morality, pol- 
itics and theology with government 
as well as church sanctions. 


+ 


Princeton Row Divides 
Catholic Intellectuals 





Fr. Hugh Halton 


Princeton’s withdrawal of all cam- 
pus privileges from a fiery Roman 
Catholic priest who leads the local 
Aquinas Foundation, in reprisal for 
“irresponsible attacks upon the intel- 


lectual integrity of faculty members,” 
has sharply divided American Cath- 
olic intellectuals. The Commonweal, 
organ of liberal Catholic laymen, has 
supported the University’s ouster of 
the priest, Fr. Hugh Halton. A Cath- 
olic Princetonian, writing in The New 
York World-Telegram has declared 
that the majority of Catholic students 
at the institution did not want Father 
Halton to remain, and that he “has 
done more harm to the cause of the 
Catholic church at Princeton than a 
Communist could ever hope to do.” 


Fr. Halton, who was originally ex- 
posed by Professor Emeritus George 
W. Elderkin, author of The Roman 
Catholic Problem, has long been a 
center of controversy on Princeton’s 
campus. In phrases which echoed 
those of the late Senator McCarthy, 
Halton has assailed the American As- 
sociation of University Professors as 
responsible for the “decay of patrio- 
tism and morals” in America. 

Halton, backed by his superior, 
Bishop George W. Ahr of Trenton, is 
nominally continuing as head of the 
Aquinas Foundation Chapel at 
Princeton, and the reactionary section 
of the American Catholic press is sup- 
porting him in a continuing attack up- 
on the institution. Princeton’s new 
president, Robert F. Goheen, whose 
wife is a Catholic, has condemned 
Father Halton’s conduct as “irrespon- 
sible.” ‘For tactics of this sort,” Dr. 
Goheen said, “no university devoted 
to rational inquiry and debate need 
make a home.” 


It is believed that the Princeton 
controversy will awaken the public 
to several features of Catholic policy 
in non-Catholic universities which 
are relatively unknown. Catholic 
chaplains at such institutions are usu- 
ally given broad privileges of contact 
and supervision over Catholic stu- 
dents, although no reciprocal devel- 
opments for non-Catholics are in 
evidence at Catholic institutions. 
Catholic chaplains at non-Catholic in- 
stitutions usually tell their charges 
that it is sinful to attend any course in 
philosophy, psychology or history 
which candidly exposes the shortcom- 
ings of Catholic doctrine. 


One significant and amusing fea- 
ture of the Princeton controversy is 
that Halton has bitterly attacked 
America’s leading Catholic philoso- 
pher, Jacques Maritain, long a Prince- 
ton professor, as too liberal in his 
teachings about freedom and the 
modern state. Halton’s refusal to per- 
mit Maritain to lecture at the Aquinas 
Institute probably led directly to his 
downfall. 
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Attempt to Ban Sanger 
Hits-at Rights of All 





Mrs. Sanger 


A dramatic battle for freedom of 
the air in respect to the discussion of 
the policies of the Roman Catholic 
Church is being fought in the Cath- 
olic press and elsewhere over the ap- 
pearance of the world-famous birth 
control leader, Mrs. Margaret Sanger, 
on a television program last Septem- 
ber. Two officials from Cardinal Spell- 
man’s Chancery office in New York 
attempted to block the interview be- 
tween Mike Wallace and Mrs. Sanger, 
and only a flood of protesting tele- 
grams from thousands of planned 
parenthood leaders in all parts of the 
United States prevented the suppres- 
sion of the program. 

In a bitter editorial the official 
newspaper of the Roman Catholic 
diocese of Albany charged that Mr. 
Wallace had “given entrance into 
millions of decent homes to taint 
them with her evil philosophy of lust 
and animalistic mating.” 

In its October 5 issue, The Brook- 
lyn Tablet, official organ of the largest 
diocese in America, criticized the 
American Broadcasting Company and 
the sponsor of the program, the 
Philip Morris Company, for trans- 
mitting “barnyard ethics into our 
living rooms.” The Tablet published 
a distorted edition of Mrs. Sanger’s 
broadcast. 

Mrs. Sanger pointed out that Cath- 
olics come to Planned Parenthood 
clinics throughout the country in 
about the same proportion as non- 
Catholics. 

In her broadcast Mrs. Sanger ex- 
plained that her mother had been 
born a Catholic in Ireland, and had 
died young after bearing eleven chil- 
dren. Mrs. Sanger became a trained 
nurse working among poor people in 
crowded tenements in our great cities, 
and she soon realized the devastating 
effects of Catholic priestly policy upon 
ignorant mothers. In her broadcast 
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she said frankly of Catholic priests, 
“They are celibates. They do not 
know love, and they do not know 
marriage. They know nothing about 
bringing up children nor anything of 
the fundamental marriage problems of 
life. Yet they speak to people as if 
they were God.” 


Mrs. Sanger told how hundreds of 
Catholic mothers had come to her say- 
ing in effect: “I am a Catholic. I have 
been raised in the Catholic Church, 
but on this issue the church is wrong. 
I will never be anything else but a 
Catholic but my church is wrong on 
this one point.” She declared that 
Catholics have a perfect right to op- 
pose birth control but that non-Cath- 
olics have the same right to demand 
freedom for themselves in this mat- 


ter. 
+ 


Jesuits and Television 


One of the most important current 
issues in church-state law has been 
raised in federal appeal courts by the 
challenge of James A. Noe and Com- 
pany of Louisiana to Loyola Univer- 
sity of New Orleans, which was re- 
cently granted a television channel 
by the Federal Communications Com- 
mission. In a notice of appeal to the 
United States Court of Appeals for 
the District of Columbia, Warren 
Woods, attorney for Noe, has asked 
the federal court to reverse the grant 
of a TV channel to Loyola and to rule 
that the Jesuit religious order which 
controls the University is “alien or the 
representative of any alien,” under 
section 310 of the Federal Communi- 
cations Act (Church and State Re- 
view, October.) 

The Noe appeal, which may reach 
the United States Supreme Court next 
year, asserts: 

The administration and control of Loyola 
is in a Board of Directors consisting of 
from five to seven men. Under its charter 
the directors, of whom there are now seven, 
must be members of the Society of Jesus. 

The vice-president, secretary and 
treasurer are appointed by the Provincial 
of the New Orleans Province from names 
submitted by the president of the Univer- 
sity. The president is appointed by the Su- 
perior General on the recommendation of 
the Provincial of the New Orleans Province, 
and the Provincial is appointed by the 
Superior General. 

The Society of Jesus, in turn, is a volun- 
tary association of Roman Catholic priests, 
founded in 1540, with headquarters in 
Rome, Italy. Its head is the Superior Gen- 
eral who resides in Rome and is himself a 
citizen of Belgium. Total membership of the 
Society is approximately 32,000, of whom 
approximately 7,500 reside in the United 
States... 

POAU is preparing to file a brief 
amicus curiae in support of the im- 


portant principle of church-state sep- 
aration involved in this suit. It will 
argue that discrimination between 
aliens in favor of the Vatican and its 
subordinate organizations is uncon- 
stitutional under the First and Four- 
teenth Amendments, and a denial of 
due process. It will point out that 
the F.C.C. has strictly enforced the 
anti-alien clause in the law against 
a small Mormon station in Missouri, 
because it had one Canadian director, 
while it has overlooked the alien con- 
trol of the Vatican over the Jesuit 
order. 

The New Orleans Times-Picayune, 
one of the most powerful newspapers 
in the South, is also disputing the 
grant of a television channel to Loy- 
ola University. POAU will remain 
strictly neutral among various con- 
testants for this channel and will con- 
fine its participation in the suit to 
the church-state issue. Loyola Uni- 
versity, all of whose directors are 
Jesuit priests, has already begun to 
operate its new television station. It 
contends that the station is operated 
by a bona fide local corporation, al- 
though it has received some tax ex- 
emption on Station WWL of New 
Orleans for many years from the In- 
ternal Revenue Service, as an organic 
part of the Roman Catholic Church. 


+ 


Chapters Are Busy 


New chapters have been chartered 
recently in Hartford, and Bridgeport, 
Connecticut; Portland, Oregon; Lea 
County, New Mexico; and Tangi- 
pahoa Parish, at Hammond, Louisi- 
ana. Committees are working in sev- 
eral states on the formation of new 
groups, as we go to press. 

The Buffalo Chapter sponsored a 
two-day area meeting featuring Glenn 
L. Archer at a large public religious 
liberty rally. The Boston Chapter 
held public rallies in the historic Ar- 
lington Street Church and in John 
Hancock Hall, with Associate Direc- 
tor C. Stanley Lowell, and Special 
Counsel Paul Blanshard as speakers. 

The Chicago Chapter held five pub- 
lic rallies late in October featuring 
POAU Trustee Dr. Clyde W. Taylor, 
Advisory Councilman Dr. Charles 
Turck, and Director of Organization 
John C. Mayne. 

Executive Director Glenn L. Archer 
was featured in meetings in Califor- 
nia, New Mexico and Missouri, and 
Mr. Lowell spoke before clergy, fra- 
ternal and church groups in Montana, 
Washington state, California, Utah 
and an overflow rally in the Portland, 
Oregon civic auditorium. 








New Lincoln Square Suit 
Challenges Fordham Grant 


A new taxpayer suit to block the 
indirect grant of $3,500,000 to Ford- 
ham University, a Jesuit institution, 
was filed in New York Supreme Court 
Oct. 17 by Harris L. Present, New 
York lawyer. The complaint in the 
suit, backed by Americans United of 
New York and National POAU, 
charges that Fordham’s bid of $7 per 
square foot for 320,230 square feet 
of land within the proposed Lincoln 
Square Slum Clearance project would 
violate the First and Fourteenth 
Amendments of the United States 
Constitution. 

The complaint also charges that an 
indirect subsidy would be granted to 
St. Matthews Roman Catholic Church 
which would likewise be permitted to 
purchase land at $7 a square foot 
when the acquisition price was more 
than $16. 

Although the Lincoln Square Slum 
Clearance project was approved by 
the New York City Planning Com- 
mission on Oct. 2, the commission 
admitted that it did not consider the 
Church-State issue or the price of the 
land. Since then public opinion in 
New York has swung sharply against 
the project on the ground that it 
charges to American taxpayers a large 
portion of the cost of the new Ford- 
ham University development. New 
York’s most powerful afternoon pa- 
per, The New York Post, has come 
out against the indirect church sub- 
sidy features of the Lincoln Square 
plan, and has severely criticized Rob- 
ert Moses for his failure to face the 
church-state issue on a recent tele- 
vision program when he refused to 
appear on the program after embar- 
rassing questions concerning the 
church-state issue had been listed for 
discussion. 

Agitation against the $3,500,000 
give-away to Fordham University has 
already saved the taxpayers at least 
half a million dollars, since the Jes- 
uit University has been compelled to 
raise its bid for the land substantially. 
Opponents of the project, however, 
are not satisfied with this very sub- 
stantial saving of taxpayers’ money, 
since they consider the whole issue a 
matter of principle. 

New York’s Board of Estimate 
Chamber was packed to capacity on 
October 25 to hear another public 
discussion of the Lincoln Square is- 
sue. POAU was represented as it was 
at the September 11 hearing by its 
associate director, Rev. C. Stanley 
Lowell. 
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Mr. Lowell described the tight, au- 
thoritarian control exercised by the 
Society of Jesus over the Board of 
Fordham University. He pointed out 
that every member of the governing 
board is required to be a Jesuit priest 
and is subject to transfer or removal 
by the Superior General, a Belgian 
citizen who lives in Rome. 


+ 


Ethical Society Regains 
Washington Tax Exemption 


The precise doctrinal formulations 
of “religious” groups should be con- 
sidered irrelevant for purposes of de- 
termining their tax-exempt status, 
the United States Court of Appeals 
held on October 17 in a unanimous 
3-man opinion by District of Colum- 
bia Circuit Judges Warren E. Burger, 
E. Barrett Prettyman and Charles 
Fahy. The ruling granted the peti- 
tion of the Washington Ethical Soci- 
ety for relief from a $671.74 tax lev- 
ied against its property in 1955 and 
reversed a decision of District Tax 
Court Judge Jo V. Morgan (Church 
and State, November, 1956). 


The appeals court opinion, written 
by Judge Burger, ruled that the Ethi- 
cal Society building was “primarily 
and regularly used for religious wor- 
ship, study, training, and missionary 
activities,” as required under D. C. 
Code 47-801 (1951), governing tax- 
exemption. It held that the Soci- 
ety’s regular Sunday services with 
Bible readings, sermons, singing and 
meditation, plus the fact that its 
“Leaders” were theological school 
graduates authorized under District 
of Columbia laws to perform mar- 
riage ceremonies (D. C. Code 30- 
106) and conduct funeral services, 
were sufficient to qualify the group 
for tax-exemption. 

The decision may be a cause of 
some embarrassment to the District 
of Columbia’s Alcoholic Beverage 
Control Board because it ruled on 
August 30 that a proposed Connecti- 
cut Avenue restaurant near the So- 
ciety’s headquarters could have a 
liquor license since the Society had 
been classified as non-religious by 
Tax Court Judge Morgan (Church 
and State, November). 


England, California 


Only the day before the U. S. 
court’s decision, an English court 
ruled the other way in a case involv- 
ing the United Grand Lodge of Ma- 
sons of England. According to an 





Swiss Jurists Off-Base 


On Vatican Award Issue 


Like the United States Congress— 
which recently got itself hopelessly 
snarled in the complications of Vati- 
can church-statehood by approving pa- 
pal decorations of two members 
(“Church and State,” September and 
October) —Swiss politicians and judges 
have let themselves be sucked into the 
same quicksand. According to an NC 
(National Catholic Welfare Confer- 
ence) dispatch from Berne published 
in the October 20 issue of “Our Sun- 
day Visitor” here, a “special commit- 
tee of three Swiss supreme court 
justices” answered a parliamentary in- 
quiry by deciding that one Otto 
Studer, member of the Federal As- 
sembly, could “legally become a 
Knight of St. Gregory” because the 
papal order “has only a religious sig- 
nificance since it is bestowed solely 
for service to the Church.” The dis- 
patch did not indicate where the Swiss 
judges got their misinformation, but 
the fact is that the order in question 
“was established by Pope Gregory 
XVI, Sept. 1, 1831, to reward the 
civil and military virtues of the sub- 
jects of the Papal States,” according 
to the “National Catholic Almanac” 
published “with Ecclesiastical Ap- 
proval” by St. Anthony's Guild of Pat- 
erson, N. J. After Congress approved 
the same award over here for Reps. 
McCormack and Rooney, “The New 
World,” Chicago archdiocesan organ, 
truthfully stated (July 26): “By sign- 
ing the bill, the President recognized 
His Holiness, Pope Pius XII, as the 
head of a sovereign state.” The Swiss 
Constitution, like the American, has a 
provision (Art. 12) forbidding the ac- 
ceptance of foreign awards by gov- 
ernment officials. POAU is sending a 
marked copy of “The National Cath- 
olic Almanac” to the three Swiss jurists 
in the hope that they may rectify 
their error. 











October 16 Reuters dispatch from 
London, three high court judges up- 
held a lower court’s dismissal of an ap- 
peal against a tax assessment on a 
masonic hall in Holborn, England. 

In September the California Court 
of Appeals ruled 2 to 1 in favor of the 
Fellowship of Humanity’s contention 
that it had been wrongfully assessed 
$321 in 1952-53 property taxes by 
the city of Oakland and the county of 
Alameda. 


Supreme Court 


One aspect of the California tax- 
exemption problem is slated to come 
before the United States Supreme 
Court in its current term. On October 
21 the court agreed to review the con- 
stitutionality of the state’s require- 
ment that tax-exempt churches and 
other groups must take a loyalty oath. 
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(Continued from page 3) 


need not conform to the public school day. 
Private school teachers are theoretically 
supposed to meet same standards as public 
school teachers but are not required to have 
the same credentials. Schools taught in a 
foreign language must be state-licensed, but 
those of “well-established” religious de- 
nominations are exempt. Explaining the lack 
of “detailed, accurate information” con- 
cerning private school enrollments, a state 
official ascribed it to the state constitu- 
tion’s prohibition of tax support for sec- 
tarian institutions. 


Not Enforced 


The public authorities thus ad- 
mitted that the laws regarding min- 
imum standards were not enforced, 
and tried to disclaim responsibility 
by citing the constitutional prohibi- 


tion against tax support—an argu- 
ment they do not use when it comes 
to rounding up parochial school tru- 
ants at public expense! 


+ 


Religious Census Meets 
Budgetary Difficulties 


Latest unofficial information from 
the Bureau of the Census indicates 
that a religious question in the 1960 
census is unlikely. Strong economic 
pressure has been brought to bear by 
the office of the Budget Director 
against any increase in census ex- 
penses, and it is known that a reli- 
gious question in the census would 
cost the taxpayers at least $100,000 
in additional revenue. 


Census Director Robert Burgess 
has continued to favor the question 
“What is your religion?”, although 
this form of the question has been 
opposed by the American Jewish 
Congress, the American Jewish Com- 
mittee, the American Civil Liberties 
Union, and by Paul Blanshard in a 
letter in The New York Times. If the 
census is dropped at this time, the 
question of principle will remain un- 
resolved. Almost all critics of a reli- 
gious census have agreed that any 
question in this area should be vol- 
untary and not compulsory. On Octo- 
ber 18 the Baptist Joint Committee 
on Public Affairs announced its op- 
position to any question on religious 
affiliation in the 1960 census as a “vi- 
olation of religious liberty and separa- 
tion of church and state.” 





Tenth National Conference on Church and State 


Celebrating ten years of POAU progress. Theme: ‘‘Facing a New Day in Church and State”’ 


February 10 and 11, 1958. Atlanta, Georgia 
HELP SPONSOR THE CONFERENCE 


Your help is needed to assist POAU in bringing this great 


Anniversary Conference to Atlanta. 


Sponsors contributing ten dollars or more will receive advance program information, 
conference sessions badge, 2 reserved section tickets for each Rally—Monday night 


and Tuesday night—and an Anniversary Banquet Reservation. 


DR. ROY O. McCLAIN 


Dr. McClain is host-pastor for the 
Conference, which will be held in 
the spacious First Baptist Church 
on Peachtree Street, North East, 
Atlanta, Ga. Program features in- 
clude two luncheons and the Anni- 
versary Banquet. 
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PAUL BLANSHARD 
Internationally known expert in 
Church-State Relations. Mr. Blan- 
shard is one of a score of outstand- 
ing speakers at the Conference. 
Public Rallies will be held on Mon- 
day and Tuesday nights. 


To—POAU, 1633 Mass. Ave., N.W., Washington 6, D. C. 


| want to help Sponsor this Anniversary Conference. 


Enclosed $50...... $26......... $20......... $15....... $10......... RE 
SF a ME ENN ermnO MaBE 
ate DI aacicnncersesisisicinstesissesrsaesiagianiiittatcal aes 
GI c:ccesineinnionidieninienonmannanialiiaabiatitieiaiia ne ee 
POAU—Please send ................ advance announcements like this and I will dis- 


tribute to friends in my church. 





Religious Liberty Stamp 
To Be Issued at Flushing 


“Flushing Remonstrance, 1 6 5 7- 
1957, Origin (of) Religious Liberty 
in America’”—a post office cancella- 
tion which has been in use at Flush- 
ing, N. Y., since last summer—will 
become the theme of a 3-cent com- 
memorative stamp scheduled for first- 
day sale on December 27, the 300th 
anniversary of the signing of the Re- 
monstrance. 

The Remonstrance was addressed 
three centuries ago to New Amster- 
dam Governor Peter Stuyvesant by 
the freemen of Flushing, protesting 
his ban on Quakers and proclaiming 
that they would defend the conscien- 
tious rights of any “sons of Adam 
who came in love among us.” This 
historic event was of basic signifi- 
cance to all citizens and the com- 
memorative stamp will not be a 
“Quaker” stamp but one honoring 
religious freedom for all. 

POAU, which successfully opposed 
earlier demands for “Marian Year,” 
“Evanston Assembly,” “Jewish Ter- 
centenary,” “Y W C A Centenary,” 
“Knights of Columbus Anniversary” 
and similar sectarian stamps (CAurch 
and State, March, May and Decem- 
ber, 1954, September, 1955 and 
March, 1957), welcomes the Flush- 
ing Remonstrance issue as entirely in 
keeping with the Post Office Depart- 
ment’s professed non-sectarian policy. 

It is gratifying, too, to note that 
popular judgment appears to uphold 
this policy. According to philatelist 
Franklin Bruns, Jr. (Washington 
Post and Times-Herald, September 
29), a poll conducted by the Na- 
tional Federation of Stamp Clubs 
elicited a negative vote of 85 to 15 
per cent against the proposed Knights 
of Columbus stamp. 


RELIGIOUS NEWS SERVICE 


The Rev. Charles H. Campbell (above, left) of the Dutch Reformed Church of Flushing is 
shown accepting a plaque commemorating the Flushing Remonstrance from New York Gov. 
W. Averell Harriman (center) as Paul C. Schwantes, Jr., of the Society of Friends, looks on. 
Plaque is to adorn the Bowne House, where John Bowne, 17th-century champion of Quaker 


rights, lived. 





Cleric’s Colombia View 
Suppressed by ‘Times’ 


The Christian Century has made 
public the fact that one of America’s 
leading religious officials, Henry P. 
Van Dusen, president of Union Theo- 
logical Seminary in New York, was 
not permitted to use even the letter 
columns of The New York Times to 
reply to an attack upon the World 
Council of Churches by the National 
Catholic Welfare Conference. Van 
Dusen, who had read a New York 
Times (August 13, 1957) headline 
“Catholics Assail Protestant Body,” 
charging that the suppression of Prot- 
estants in Colombia is due largely to 
the illegal actions of Protestant mis- 
sionaries, asked the Times to carry a 
carefully phrased refutation of this 
charge. He was informed that, “Reli- 
gious matters are not discussed in our 
Letters column,” although the Times 
frequently does carry letters upon 
religious themes. 


Van Dusen’s letter, published in 





Monthly Organ of 





CHURCH AND STATE 


Protestants and Other Americans United for Separation 
of Church and State 


1633 Massachusetts Ave., N. W., Washington 6, D. C. 


The Christian Century of October 9, 
is a sharp indictment of the misrepre- 
sentation of the situation in Colombia 
by the National Catholic Welfare 
Conference. He declared that the 
statements by the conference ‘shake 
confidence in the basic integrity of 
American Roman Catholic leadership 
among persons, whether within or out- 
side the Protestant churches, who 
know the facts of conditions in Co- 
lombia.”’ He then proceeded to say: 


What are the facts in Colombia? For 
some years and with increasing virulence 
and gravity, Colombian Protestants have 
been victims of concrete acts of persecution 
encouraged if not directed by priests of the 
Roman Catholic Church. In some instances 
these acts have resulted in actual death of 
Colombian Protestants; in many more, in 
bodily injury; in still more, in destruction 
of Protestant property and disruption of 
Protestant worship. These acts have been 
committed not primarily against foreign 
missionaries but upon the persons and pos- 
sessions of Colombian citizens who are 
Protestants. ... 

These acts have not been occasional; they 
have been frequent. They are not “rumors” 
or exaggerated overstatements. They are 
established facts; full documentation is 
available through the Division of Foreign 
Missions of the National Council of 
Churches to anyone seriously concerned to 
know the truth. These facts are, of course, 
in the possession of the Catholic hierarchy 
in Colombia, and presumably at the Vati- 
can. They are well known to many Ameri- 
cans resident in Colombia. They are on file 
in the State Department. 





New Lowell Study Out 


“Separation and Religion,” a 24- 
page study of the origins of church- 
state separation, by C. Stanley Lowell, 
just off the press. A most helpful 
item for clergymen and laymen of all 
churches. Order from POAU today. 


Single copy 25¢ 


Write for quantity rates. 
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